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amount of time over the years looking
at times in which OMB makes an esti-
mate and then the reality is dramati-
cally different.

So to carve out based on the Office of
Management and Budget, which is a
Cabinet-level, partisan appointment of
the President, would have one believe
that it is perfect. The reality is not
only is it not perfect, but its track
record tends to be very self-serving.
Just the amount of times in which CBO
scores very differently would cause all
of us to know that this is not a good
enough reason for a carve-out.

Having said that, I look forward to
working with the gentleman from Vir-
ginia on both CBO and OMB scoring re-
form in the next Congress because I
think we have a long way to go to get
numbers right. If we get numbers right
on both regulations and proposed laws,
we can all do a better job.

In the case of the second portion of
these two, I have to say that climate
change has been unfairly made a polit-
ical issue. The world is getting warmer;
we know that. How much of it is caused
by various things, we need to know,
and I would hope that regulations
would not be a source of that. But this
President has, by many of his own
statements, taken great credit for his
use of a pen and a phone to make deci-
sions related to his view of a single
cause of climate change, that being
carbon.

The fact is I look forward to working
with any President on sensible regula-
tions, but those regulations have to be
consistent with the laws passed and the
regulatory options given to the other
branch. It is for that reason that we
have the ability to disapprove.

So again, I would hope we all not
look at specific regulations that may
or may not be contested by the next
Congress and, instead, look more ap-
propriately at should we have the effi-
ciency to consider maybe 20, maybe 10,
maybe only 4 en bloc, all as one, or
maybe in two separate. The reality is
efficiency of the process of disapproval
does not for a moment change the re-
sponsibility and authority of this body.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, may
I inquire how much time remains on
my side.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Virginia has 2 minutes remaining.

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I
take my friend from California’s point
about data. Let’s look at OMB’s latest
report to Congress on Federal regula-
tion which found that the monetized
benefits of Federal regulations over the
past decade are significantly higher, by
a 10 to 1 margin, than their cost. That
is their report. It is an inconvenient
fact, but there it is.

I will finally end, Mr. Chairman, be-
cause I want to be respectful of my
friend’s intent here in trying to amal-
gamate these two amendments.

I am sorry, this is another bill in the
long process of trying to delegitimize
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President Obama’s Presidency, and it,
to me, is a shameful episode where
some of my friends on the other side of
the aisle—not necessarily Mr. IssA—
have attempted to basically nullify his
ability to function as President, and
therefore he has had to rely on execu-
tive powers in the absence of legisla-
tive action and thwarting.

I think the most egregious one be-
sides this bill is, of course, leaving a
vacancy open on the Supreme Court
under the very dubious logic that
somehow he is not entitled in the last
year. That logic leads every single
Member of Congress basically to not do
anything in the second year here in the
House because the same logic would
pertain to them. They are lameducks
until they are reelected or until the
will of the people is heard in the next
election cycle. That is, to me, foolish
logic, dangerous logic, and I think it
will put a cloud over the next Presi-
dent’s tenure.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Chairman, may I in-
quire as to how much time I have re-
maining.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from California has 2% minutes re-
maining.

Mr. ISSA. I won’t use it all. I thank
the chairman, and I thank my col-
league from Virginia. Let me take a
moment to reflect, perhaps, on some-
thing that my colleague and friend
said.

During my tenure with Mr. CON-
NOLLY, our committee sent 23 pieces of
legislation to the President that he
signed; we sent 74 to the other body. So
if there is an enemy, perhaps it is the
great bipartisan legislation that left
the House and never got to the Presi-
dent. The President signed all 23 pieces
of legislation, though, that got through
the Senate, including legislation that
Mr. CoNNOLLY and I worked on to-
gether.

Since my leaving that committee,
additional legislation has come
through that committee on a bipar-
tisan basis, including a huge expansion
of the Freedom of Information Act. I
would hope that in these last days, we
would reflect on the successes of this
Congress and the successes of our out-
going President because, in fact, for all
that we all do in the performance of
our oversight role, we also have had
fine and notable successes and good
legislation under this President; and I
would like to take this moment to take
note that, in fact, the President has
signed the vast majority of legislation
that left here on a bipartisan basis, in-
cluding a piece of legislation that Mr.
CONNOLLY was critical on.

I yield to the gentleman if he has any
further comment.

Mr. CONNOLLY. I thank my friend
for yielding.

I am struck by a humorous observa-
tion when he talks about what hap-
pened in the other body to a lot of leg-
islation. I believe it may have been
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Sam Rayburn who said, as a Demo-
cratic Speaker, the Republicans are in
the opposition but the Senate is the
enemy.

Mr. Chairman, I, of course, meant no
disrespect. I was simply quoting a
former Speaker of this body.

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Chair, I yield back the
balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendments en bloc offered by
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. CON-
NOLLY).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendments en bloc
offered by the gentleman from Virginia
will be postponed.

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Chairman, I move that
the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
VALADAO) having assumed the chair,
Mr. DoLD, Acting Chair of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration
the bill (H.R. 5982) to amend chapter 8
of title 5, United States Code, to pro-
vide for en bloc consideration in reso-
lutions of disapproval for ‘‘midnight

rules’’, and for other purposes, had
come to no resolution thereon.
——
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 10:50 a.m. today.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 28
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

———
O 1050

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. YOUNG of Iowa) at 10
o’clock and 50 minutes a.m.

——————

MIDNIGHT RULES RELIEF ACT OF
2016

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 921 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 5982.

Will the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
DoLp) kindly resume the chair.

O 1050
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
5982) to amend chapter 8 of title 5,
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